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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the amendment filed on April 1 8, 2007. Claims 7, 9-14 and 
17-18 are canceled. Claims 1-6, 8, 15-16 and 19-24 are pending and have been 
considered below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U. S. C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1,4,6,15,16, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vrobel (6,781 ,597) in view of Clark (5,996,101 .)• 



Claim 1: Vrobel discloses a computer method for providing tools for manipulating an 
object on a display device using a pointer comprising: 

a. displaying an object on a display device (Fig. 2); 

b. determining If the object has been selected (Fig. 3A; 7:28-37); 

c. displaying a first toolset if the object has been selected, the first toolset providing 
a first set of handles for manipulating the object (Fig. 3A; 7:28-37); 

d. displaying a second toolset, the second toolset providing a second set of handles 
for manipulating the object differently from the manipulation of the first set of 
handles (Fig. 4A); 
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e. when a first handle of the first toolset is selected, performing a manipulation on 
the object in accord with the first handle (Fig. 3A, SB); and 

f. when a second handle of the second toolset is selected, performing a 
manipulation on the object in accord with the second handle (Fig. 4A, 4B.) 

However, Vrobel does not explicitly disclose: 

g. determining if the pointer is stationary over the object; if the pointer is stationary 
over the object for a threshold length of time, displaying a second toolset. 

Clark discloses a method for a GUI in multi-level interface control utilizing a mouse 
pointer hovering over a user interface element, wherein there Is determination of 
whether the pointer is stationary over the object and if the pointer is stationary over the 
object for a threshold length of time, displaying a subsequent level interface (Abstract; 
Fig. 1-3.) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize the multi-level control as taught in Clark in the 
object manipulation method of Vrobel. One would have been motivated to combine the 
multi-level control of Clark with the object manipulation method of Vrobel so as to further 
customize the appearance and content of the object by means that are not immediately 
available from initial display of an interface element, as suggested in Clark (2:5-8.) 

Claim 15: Vrobel discloses a computer-readable medium having computer executable 
instructions for performing steps comprising: 

a. displaying a graphic on a display (Fig. 2); 

b. displaying a pointer on the display (Fig. 48: 270); 
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c. identifying a position of the graphic on the display (inherent feature, Fig. 4B: 200) 

d. identifying a position of the pointer on the display (inherent feature. Fig. 4B: 270); 

e. displaying a first toolset, the first toolset providing a first set of handles operative 
to perform a first type of operation on the graphic (Fig. 3A; 7:28-37); 

f. displaying a second toolset, the second toolset providing a second set of handles 
operative to perform a second type of operation on the graphic (Fig. 4A); 

g. when a user interacts the pointer with a first handle of the first toolset, performing 
the first type of operation on the graphic (Fig. 3A, 3B); and 

h. when the user interacts the pointer with a second handle of the second toolset, 
performing the second type of operation on the graphic (Fig. 1 1G-J.) 

However, Vrobel does not explicitly disclose: 

i. determining if the pointer is stationary over the object; if the pointer is stationary 
over the object for a threshold length of time, displaying a second toolset. 

* Clark discloses a method for a GUI in multi-level interface control utilizing a mouse 
pointer hovering over a user interface element, wherein there is determination of 
whether the pointer Is stationary over the object and if the pointer is stationary over the 
object for a threshold length of time, displaying a subsequent level interface (Abstract; 
Fig. 1-3.) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to utilize the multi-level control as taught in Clark in an 
object manipulation method of Vrobel. One would have been motivated to combine the 
multi-level control of Clark with the object manipulation method of Vrobel so as to further 
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customize tlie appearance and content of the object by means that are not immediately 
available from initial display of an interface element, as suggested in Clark (2:5-8.) 

Claim 16: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer-readable medium of Claim 15. 
Vrobel and Clark further disclose wherein the step of displaying a first toolset further 
comprises; determining if the graphic changes from an unselected state to a selected 
state and if the graphic is in the selected state, displaying a first toolset (Fig. 3A; 7:28- 
37.) 

Claim 19: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer-readable medium of Claim 15, 
wherein the first type of operation comprises manipulating the graphic (extending the 
shape of the graphic: Fig. 3A, 3B) and wherein the second type of operation comprises 
adjusting a manipulation parameter of the graphic (changing between manipulation 
handles of the graphic; Fig. 1 1G-J.) 

Claim 4: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer method of Claim 1 . Vrobel and Clark 
further disclose wherein the threshold length of time is a first threshold length of time 
and wherein the method further comprises the step of if the pointer is stationary over the 
object for a second threshold length of time ( Clark . 2:41-63) displaying a third toolset, 
the third toolset providing a third set of handles for manipulating the object differently 
from the manipulation of the first set of handles and from the manipulation of the second 
set of handles (Vrobel, 8:50-9: 11.) 
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Claim 6: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer method of Claim 1 . Vrobel further 
discloses wherein the first set of handles are operative to resize the object (Fig. 3A, 3B.) 

3. Claims 2, 3, 5 and 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Vrobel in view of Clark and in further view of Smith (5,721 ,853. ) 

Claim 2, 21 : Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer method of Claim 1 , wherein the 
step of displaying a second toolset comprises if the pointer is stationary over the object 
for a threshold length of time, displaying second toolset. However, Vrobel and Clark do 
not explicitly disclose maintaining accessibility of the first toolset. Smith discloses a 
method for implementing multiple toolsets wherein a display of a second toolset (Fig. 
3C: 304) also includes maintaining prior toolset accessible (Fig. 3C: 302.) Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the locking mechanism of Smith for maintaining accessibility of 
prior toolsets with the teachings of Vrobel and Clark. One would have been motivated to 
keep the prior toolset accessible, so as it would not close when the mouse pointer is 
moved off the object (Abstract.) 

Claim 3, 22: Vrobel. Clark and S mith disclose the computer method of Claim 2. Smith 
further discloses wherein maintaining accessibility of the first toolset comprises 
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repositioning the first toolset to provide space on the display device for the second 
toolset (4:30-35.) 

Claim 5, 23: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer method of Claim 4. However, 
Vrobel and Clark do not explicitly disclose further comprising the step of if the third 
toolset is displayed, maintaining accessibility of the first toolset and the second toolset. 
Smith discloses a method for implementing multiple toolsets wherein a display of 
subsequent toolsets (Fig. 3D: 306) also includes maintaining prior toolsets accessible 
(Fig. 3D: 302, 304.) Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the locking mechanism of 
Smith for maintaining accessibility of prior toolsets with the teachings of Vrobel and 
Clark. One would have been motivated to keep the prior toolsets accessible, so as it 
would not close when the mouse pointer is moved off the object (Abstract.) 

4. Claims 8, 20 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Vrobel in view of Clark and in further view of Isaacs (6,426,745.) 

Claim 8, 20, 24: Vrobel and Clark disclose the computer method of Claim 1 , but do not 
explicitly further disclose the steps of: displaying a rotation tool operative to rotate the 
object about an axis of rotation; and if the pointer is over the rotation tool, displaying an 
axis-of-rotation tool, operative to adjust the axis of rotation. Isaacs discloses a similar 
computer method with handles displayed for rotation (Fig. 17, 173, pair that are 
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vertically displayed) and adjustment of axis (Fig. 17, 173, pair that are horizontally 
displayed). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to have rotation and axis of rotation type handle 
tools as taught by Isaacs in the method of Vrobel and Clark . One would have been 
motivated to allow for a more complete set of object manipulation tools, including 
rotation type, based on a suggestion in Isaacs (Col 7, line 28-31) and Vrobel (8:50- 
9:11.) 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed April 1 8, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, as necessitated by Applicant's 
amendment of the relevant claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

a. Wallace et al. (5,861 ,889) 

b. An/inetal. (7,110,005) 

c. Sakai (6,469,709) 

d. Mostyn (6,462,763) 

e. Lee (6,169,535) 

f. Chekerylla (6,084,598) 
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g. Alexander (6,054,984) 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrew Belousov whose telephone number is (571) 
270-1695. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (alternate Fri ofO EST. 

If attempts to reach the exarniner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3800. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated Information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AB 

June 13. 2007 




